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Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



10/821,939 



Jl ET AL 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Christina Borgeest 



1649 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Christina Borgeest Junior Examiner . 



(3) Michael Reed, Attorney for Applicants . 



(2) Elizabeth Kemmerer, Primary Examiner . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 02 July 2007 . 

Type: a)IX) Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)IEI No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 16 and 54-56 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)[X] N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20070709 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 1 0/821 ,939 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicants' attorney suggested the possibility of amending claims to 
remove reference to exoloop 1 of the LHR. Ninety-five to 97% language was discussed. The possibility of amending 
claims to recite a "method for modulating, gonadotropin activity" was discussed although Examiner Kemmerer stated 
that the "wherein" clause as currently recited was helpful. The examiners indicated that the 102(b) made in the Office 
action mailed 22 March 2007 over Hsueh et al. (U.S. Patent 5,925,549) would be withdrawn as the art was too broad to 
anticipate the claims as currently recited. The examiners voiced the concern that the size, and, length limitations of the 
exoloops recited in the claims could not be found in the specification as originally filed. The possibility of relying on prior 
art to overcome new matter was of concern to the examiners. 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) , H statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 

The action of the Patenl and Trartematk Office cannot be based exclusively cei me vwitten tecoid in Ihe Office ir (hat recssrd is itself 
incomplete Ihisogh tne latere In nicart the sebslaj ce t„ mate Ihe sutsBnce of an intaavtea df escort In Ite application Hn, unless 

^nsrdS«?^w.^ 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes and ,^"9 ' n p ^"^ Qr S aiSSl of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pomtaig 
requirements for which interview recordation ,s othe^se «™ SectanHT^ .^.^ recordation proce dures below. Where the 

out typographical errors or unreadable script m °***?™ZlTp™!*™™™ separate Interview Summary Record is required 
substance of an interview is completely recorded , , an ^^^J^J^,., pIa ^ d in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 

The interview Summary Form shall be B^^^SSe* the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
•Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a ^f^^^^^i^^^om * mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a '^^SSS the examiner is not likely before an allowance or .f other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

TvnP of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 
" Name of attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 
TZS^^LL ^ not an exhibit was shown or a demonstrate conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed dGSCriDtion of tne general nature of the agreement (may be by 

r„srcsir-aj£^^^ 

„,,n..i»»etha,,h e „an,,ne,.re,l^^ 
substance of Ihe interview. 

A comolete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items, 
n A briel descnpZ of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 
2) an identification of the claims discussed. 

Ji an SEE 2 Se — of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 

S)a^S 

(The identification of arguments need not be tan* ' _ne^rature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 

SX^IiSuments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 
5! S uSss already described in the .nterview Summary For. comp.e.ed by 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant s record of the substance of an intejew. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, me & an extendab.e one month time penod to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
:S,Ss^-«>s* a«n, -h medal, and me .—'a iniiin.s 
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